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see only cause and effect. They are quite unable to see
that this is but an empty abstraction, that polar and
metaphysical antitheses of this kind do not exist in the
real world except in times of crisis, that the entire great
development proceeds by reciprocal action and reaction,
that in all this there is nothing absolute, but all is relative.
Hegel does not seem to have existed for them. It is
of course a reciprocal action of very unequal forces, of
which the economic movement is by far the strongest,
the most original and the most decisive/'l
There are several utterances of Engels of a similar
purport to be found in his writings, but this one is the
most curious. Engels was a man of great-hearted and
generous personality, he possessed a thorough knowledge
of the circumstances and exigences of the working class
and of the political events of his time, he was a keen
observer of palpable facts, but, as pointed out before,
he was no thinker and his attempts at philosophising
are confused and helpless. The passage just quoted
is a striking instance. In every sentence he proves
himself the dupe of mere words. Setting aside, for the
present, the delusiveness of dialectics, which we intend
to demonstrate in a separate chapter,2 we shall only say
that, in this passage, Engels seems to misapply the term
in the strangest way. What the Marxists call dialectics
has nothing whatever to do with the question of cause
and effect. To reproach a man concerned with cause
and effect in history with being deficient in dialectics
is just as reasonable as to take exception to a man in-
vestigating the chemical qualities of minerals without
being an expert in geology. The long sentence which
1 Letter to Conrad Schmidt of October 27, 1890.
a See pp. 200 sgg.
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